January  1~H 

Foreign  Aid 

I  President  Eisenhower  in  his  State  of 
the  Union  messagre  called  for  more 
foreigrn  aid  in  his  S^point  progrram. 
f  For  the  first  time,  the  Administra* 
Uon’s  total  foreign  aid  budget  proposes 
to  spend  more  for  economic  assistance 
than  for  military  purposes.  The  |3.9 
billion  request  includes  |1.8  billion  for 
new  military  aid;  $865  million  for  de¬ 
fense  support;  $164  million  in  technical 
cooperation,  bilateral  and  UN;  $200 
million  for  special  assistance;  and,  in 
addition,  $626  million  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  loan  fund  which  Congnress  author¬ 
ised  but  did  not  appropriate  for  last 
year.  The  President  also  requested  a 
$2  billion  increase  in  the  lending  capac¬ 
ity  of  the  Export-Import  Bank. 

I  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  told  an 
executive  session  of  the  House  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  that  the  Administra¬ 
tion  was  increasingly  concerned  over 
Soviet  economic  penetration  in  the 
Near  East.  Soviet  bloc  credits  total 
$1,886  billion,  most  of  it  to  the  Near 
and  Middle  East  in  two  years.  The 
Secretary  believes  that  Syria  is  further 
to  the  left  than  Egypt  but  that  neither 
is  completely  behind  the' Iron  Curtain, 
f  Lowered  intei*est  rates  on  foreign  aid 
loans  from  3  and  4  per  cent  to  match 
Soviet  bloc  loans  at  2  and  2%  per  cent 
are  under  State  Department  study. 

$  American  economic  and  technical  co¬ 
operation  to  meet  the  joint  security  re¬ 
quirements  of  our  allies  was  one  of  the 
points  stressed  in  the  Rockefeller  Fund 
report  on  “International  Security — The 
Military  Aspect*' 

1  Egypt  closed  a  $36  million  trade  deal 
with  Red  China,  and  a  44-man  economic 
mission  left  Cairo  for  Moscow  to  work 
out  the  details  of  the  Kremlin’s  $176 
million  loan. 

1  Israel  gpranted  the  new  African  state 
of  Ghana  a  $20  million  credit  to  help 
that  country’s  four-year  plan. 

Trouble  Spots 

1  Three  persons  were  killed  in  a  new 
bomb  blast  in  Beirut,  where  39  are  be- 
{Continued  on  page  84) 


Tattered  Shibboleth 

In  1953,  a  U.  S.  Congressman  just  back  from  the  Near  East 
reported  that  one  of  the  obstacles  to  peace  was  that  some  American 
officials  were  more  anti-Israel  than  the  Arabs  themselves. 

We  believe  that  this  attitude  no  longer  prevails  in  American 
diplomatic  missions.  But  we  now  have  an  echo  of  an  old  shibboleth 
from  Harold  B.  Minor,  who  was  our  Ambassador  to  Lebanon  until  1953. 

On  Jan.  11  in  Biloxi,  Miss.,  Mr.  Minor  said  that  America  should 
distinguish  between  an  Israel  “as  an  integrated  Near  Eastern  nation,” 
and  an  ‘‘Israel  supported  by  tremendous  contributions  of  money  and 
other  means  by  international  Zionism.” 


Virtually  every  mail  to  Capitol  Hill  and  to  the  press  brings  scur¬ 
rilous  libels  against  ‘‘international  Zionism.”  The  forged  Protocols 
of  Zion  are  still  distributed,  as  they  were  in  Hitler’s  day.  Mr.  Minor 
doubtless  would  repudiate  any  suggestion  that  he  is  pouring  fuel  on 
these  flames  of  bigotry.  But  one  cannot  ignore  his  innuendoes  against 
an  honored  movement  which  rallied  the  international  community  of 
Christians  ahd  Jews  to  restore  Israel’s  ancient  homeland,  to  rescue 
refugees  from  tyranny,  to  build  Israel  as  a  self-supporting  economy, 
and  which  constantly  seeks  Arab-Israel  peace  and  co-operation.  Mr. 
Minor  conjures  up  a  false  dichotomy  between  Israel  and  Zion. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  his  proposals?  To  cut  Israel  away 
from  its  diaspora  support  would  be  to  condemn  Israel  to  the  decay 
endemic  in  the  region.  To  cut  immigration  is  to  deny  sanctuary  to 
persecuted  people.  Does  Mr.  Minor  l^lieve  that  we  would  ingratiate 
ourselves  with  the  Arabs  if  we  severed  Israel’s  ties  with  the  West? 
Would  it  strengthen  democracy  to  undermine  a  stable  society  created 
in  the  image  of  Western  idealism,  which  offers  resistance  to  decadent 
feudalism  and  to  the  extremism  of  Nasserism,  and  which  is  now 
countering  Moscow’s  anti-Western  campaign  by  carrying  the  message 
of  democracy  to  distant  lands  in  Asia  and  Africa? 

In  contrast  with  Mr.  Minor’s  strictures,  former  President  Harry 
S.  Truman  said  on  Jan.  12: 

“We  ought  not  to  create  the  impression  that  we  will  not  support  the 
State  of  Israel.  If  we  remain  firm  in  the  position  that  the  State  of  Israel 
is  here  to  stay  and  that  a  great  future  of  good  relations  between  Israel  and 
the  Arab  people  is  possible  with  goodwill  on  both  sides,  then  I  believe 
that  a  just  settlement  can  be  worked  out.” 


The  prospects  of  peace  are  not  enhanced  if  the  Arab  states  believe 
that  this  former.  Ambassador  and  Aramco  consultant  reflects  America’s 
views.  Many  objective  students  of  foreign  policy  now  recognize  that 
the  American  Friends  of  the  Middle  East  (which  Mr.  Minor  now 
directs)  has  ceased  to  serve  a  constructive  purpose.  It  is  self-deception 
to  accept  that  organization’s  position  that  the  extravagances  of  Arab 
propaganda  must  always  be  taken  seriously.  To  be  effective,  diplomacy 
must  start  from  reality. 
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ANALYSIS:! 
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The  Baghdad  Pact  ia  once  again  in 
danger,  for  Western  prestige  is  being 
eroded  by  recent  Communist  scientific, 
economic  and  propaganda  victories. 

This  explains  why  Secretary  of  State 
Dulles,  who  fathered  the  pact  in  1953, 
will  go  to  Ankara  on  Jan.  27  to  attend 
its  session  for  the  first  time.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  will  doubtless  renew  economic 
and  military  aid.  U.S.  officials  will 
again  sit  on  three  committees  dealing 
with  economics,  military  planning  and 
subversion.  En  route.  Mr.  Dulles  will 
stop  in  Teheran  to  respond  to  mounting 
pressure  from  the  Shah  for  increased 
military  aid  to  Iran. 

But  even  though  the  U.  S.  has  n^'ver 
denied  the  paternal  relationship  and 
contributes  handsomely  to  its  support, 
it  still  does  not  intend  to  join  the  Bagh¬ 
dad  family. 

Our  government’s  attitude  towards 
the  pact  underlines  the  continuing  am¬ 
bivalence  of  our  policy.  Originally,  the 
pact  was  portentously  heralded  as  a 
cordon  aanitaire  against  Soviet  en¬ 
croachment,  sweeping  from  the  Black 
Sea  to  the  Himalayas. 

But  it  did  not  produce  the  positive 
results  Washington  wanted.  On  the 
contrary,  it  did  provoke  some  highly 
negative  reactions.  Thus  many  critics 
of  our  policy  maintain  that  the  alliance 
alienated  India,  alarmed  Israel,  offend¬ 
ed  Saudi  Arabia,  disrupted  Jordan, 
turned  Cairo  and  Damascus  towards 
Moscow,  and,  above  all,  challenged  the 
Soviet  Union  to  accelerate  its  success¬ 
ful  penetration  of  the  area. 

All  pact  members  have  pressed  the 
U.  S.  to  join.  That  pressure  is  again 
riaing.  The  British  severely  criticize 
our  refusal.  The  Eeonomiat  of  Jan.  4 
observes  that  “at  the  root  of  this  inde¬ 
cision  about  the  Baghdad  Pact,  this 
manner  of  being  of  it  but  not  in  it,  lies 
the  general  hesitancy  of  U.  S.  policy  in 
the  Middle  East." 


Background 

The  Baghdad  Pact  links  five  nations : 
the  U.K.,  Turkey,  Iraq,  Iran  and  Pakis¬ 
tan.  Since  the  first  two  are  members 
of  NATO  and  the  last  u  affiliated  with 
SEATO,  the  effect  of  the  agreement  is  to 
add  only  two  countries,  Iraq  and  Iran, 
with  a  combined  military  strength  of 
only  166,000  men,  to  the  Free  World’s 
collective  security  system. 

Back  in  1961,  our  government  and 
our  three  Western  allies,  France,  Tur¬ 
key  and  the  U.  K.,  failed  in  attempts  to 
create  a  Middle  East  Command  or  a 
Middle  East  Defense  Organization  to 
bulwaik  the  area  against  Communist 


...To  the  Brink  of  Baghdad 


attack.  But,  during  his  1963  Middle 
East  tour.  Secretary  of  State  Dulles 
conceived  of  a  defense  system  which 
might  be  established  by  the  govern¬ 
ments  which  comprised  the  “northern 
tier"  because,  situated  on  the  border  of 
the  USSR,  they  were  exposed  and  more 
sensitive  to  danger. 

Accordingly,  we  offered  arms  to 
Pakistan  and  Iraq  and  encouraged  them 
to  negotiate  defense  alliances.  Events 
moved  swiftly.  Pakistan  and  Turkey 
signed  a  defense  treaty  on  April  2, 
1964.  Iraq  signed  an  arms  agreement 
with  us  on  April  21,  and  Pakistan  on 
May  19. 

Ten  months  later,  on  Feb.  24,  1965, 
the  Baghdad  Pact  came  into  being  when 
Turkey  and  Iraq  signed  a  treaty,  with 
the  blessing  of  our  government.  This 
brought  denunciation  from  the  USSR, 
which  our  government  had  expected. 
But  we  did  not  anticipate  the  strong  re¬ 
action  of  other  Arab  governments. 

The  Egyptians,  traditionally  neu¬ 
tralist,  felt  that  the  West  had  pre¬ 
ferred  Iraq  as  the  Arab  land  of  the 
future  because  that  country  has  land, 
oil  and  water,  while  Egypt  is  over- 
populated  and  poverty  stricken.  To 
placate  Egypt,  and  in  the  hope  that 
we  might  win  her  around,  we  withheld 
our  own  adherence. 

There  were  other  reasons  for  hesi¬ 
tancy.  Many  here  believed  that  the 
pact  should  be  confined  to  the  indigen¬ 
ous  governments  lest  the  intrusion  of 
the  great  powers  give  color  to  the 
Moscow  charge  that  it  was  a  new  in¬ 
strument  of  Anglo-American  imperial- 


From  President  Eiaenhower*$ 
budget  meaaage  to  Congreaa  on  Jan. 
is: 


“In  addition,  without  economic 
progress,  military  security  may 
prove  illusory.  People  who  see  little 
improvement  in  thdr  economic  con¬ 
ditions  may  question  the  value  of  the 
freedom  that  our  mutual  defense 
efforts  are  intended  to  preserve.  ’The 
events  of  the  ‘cold  war*  re-emphasize 
the  importance  of  our  helping  to  in¬ 
sure  that  peoples  of  less  developed 
countries  have  faith  in  their  future." 


ism  —  and  incite  the  Soviet  Union  to 
seek  its  own  pacts  in  the  region. 

In  addition,  Israel  was  gravely 
alarmed.  Her  friends  said  that  it  was 
a  blunder  to  provide  arms  to  Iraq  un¬ 
less  she  terminated  her  war  against 
Israel.  Otherwise,  they  said,  Israel 
should  be  granted  a  security  treaty. 
Washing^ton  recognized  that  our  ad¬ 
herence  to  Baghdad  would  fortify 
Israel’s  request  for  a  guarantee.  But, 
it  was  pointed  out,  this  might  alienate 
Iraq  and  deter  other  Arab  states  from 
joining  Baghdad.  Some  thought  that 
the  U.  S.  might  succeed  in  pleasing 
everyone  by  a  neat,  log^ical  package: 
adherence  to  Baghdad  and  the  simul¬ 
taneous  consummation  of  bilateral 
treaties  with  both  Egypt  and  Israel. 

It  did  not  work  that  way.  Egypt’s 
attitude  hardened.  Our  government 
had  been  willing  to  give  Egypt  arms 
under  the  Mutual  Security  Act,  as  in 
the  case  of  Iraq,  but  Egypt  wanted 
arms  without  string^s.  She  rejected 
the  conditions  spelled  out  in  the  law  by 
the  U.S.  Congress.  She  preferred  to 
buy  arms.  But  she  didn’t  have  cash. 
She  wanted  credit.  Finally,  in  mid- 
1966,  she  turned  to  Prague,  which  trad¬ 
ed  arms  for  cotton. 

Saudi  Arabia  also  opposed  the  Bagh¬ 
dad  Pact  because  she  regards  Arab 
unity  as  the  paramount  objective,  and 
the  new  pact  was  an  obvious  effort  to 
wake  the  Arab  world  to  face  external 
dangers  and  forego  preoccupation  with 
Arabism.  Moreover,  there  has  always 
been  rivalry  between  Saudi  Arabia  and 
the  reigning  family  of  Iraq. 

Th«  British  R«Him 

Both  the  British  and  the  French  at 
first  objected  to  the  Baghdad  Pact,  but 
the  pragmatic  British  chang^ed  their 
minds  quickly  when  they  perceived  a 
substitute  for  outmoded  and  unpopular 
bilateral  treaties.  On  April  4,  1966, 
the  U.K.  and  Iraq  agnreed  to  tenninate 
their  1930  alliance.  The  bat  turned 
over  its  bases  at  Habbaniya,  Shaiba 
and  Margil  to  the  Iraqis.  At  the  same 
time,  the  British  rehabilitated  their 
waning  position  by  adhering  to  the 
Turkish-Iraqi  treaty. 

The  Pakistanis  followed  suit  on  Sept. 
23,  and  Iran,  ignoring  Soviet  protests, 
on  Oct.  11. 

Egypt  retaliated.  She  sigrnod  a  de¬ 
fense  pact  with  Syria  on  Oct.  20,  1965, 
and  with  Saudi  Arabia  on  Oct.  27,  and 
an  agreement  for  a  joint  command  with 
Syria  on  Nov.  29  and  with  Saudi 
Arabia  on  Dec.  26. 

The  Arab  world  was  now  sharply 
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divided.  How  would  the  other  Arab 
states  go? 

Tha  Test  in  Jordon 

The  first — and  disastrous — test  came 
in  Jordan  a  few  weeks  later. 

The  British  had  utilized  the  new 
pact  to  preserve  their  influence  in 
Iraq.  Now  they  attempted  a  similar 
tactic  in  Jordan.  That  country  had 
asked  for  revision  of  the  20-year  Anglo- 
Jordanian  treaty,  signed  in  1948.  The 
chief  of  the  British  general  staff,  Sir 
Gerald  Templer,  went  to  Jordan  and 
reportedly  offered  to  increase  Britain’s 
annual  subsidy,  which  had  totaled  $22 
million  in  1966,  if  Jordan  would  join 
Baghdad.  Cairo  countered  with  a 
promise  that  EgypV  Syria  and  Saudi 
Arabia  would  replace  the  British  sub¬ 
sidy  (a  promise  that  Egypt  and  Syria 
later  failed  to  keep). 

The  British  underestimated  the  op¬ 
position.  Jordan  exploded.  Rioting 
demonstrators  —  Pravda  called  them 
“courageous  partisans’’  —  swept  the 
country,  shouting  praise  for  Nasser. 
Scores  were  killed  and  wounded.  Two 
pro-Baghdad  governments  fell  in  quick 
succession.  The  outgoing  premier, 
Haza  el  Majali,  charged  that  “the 
rioters  were  Communists  or  fellow 
travelers  bribed  by  Saudi  Arabia.’’ 
Order  was  finally  restored  as  the  gov¬ 
ernment  promised  that  Jordan  would 
keep  out  of  any  pact. 

The  British  attempt  to  win  Jordan’s 
adherence  had  failed.  (And  a  few 
months  later,  the  British  were  sum¬ 
marily  ejected  from  the  country.)  The 
plan  to  solicit  Lebanon  next  was 
dropped.  Iraq  remained  the  lone  Arab 
country  committed  to  the  West  by 
treaty. 

Late  in  1966  during  the  Suez  crisis, 
the  pact  seemed  about  to  evaporate. 
To  reassure  its  members,  the  State  De¬ 
partment  issued  a  declaration  on  Nov. 
29  warning  that  “a  threat  to  the  terri¬ 
torial  integrity  or  political  independ¬ 
ence  of  the  members  would  be  viewed 
by  the  U.  S.  with  the  utmost  gravity.” 
This  was  followed  a  few  weeks  later  by 
the  Eisenhower  Doctrine. 

No  Final  Stop 

But  our  allies  still  feel  lonely.  And 
smne  Middle  Blast  diplomats  direly  pre¬ 
dict  that  Iran  and  Iraq  will  now  aban¬ 
don  the  pact  and  adopt  the  neutralism 
which  has  gained  ground  in  recent 
months,  unless  the  U.  S.  changes  its 
mind  and  decides  to  go  all  the  way  and 
join  the  pact. 

Mr.  Dulles’  personal  appearance  at 
Ankara  is  apparently  a  substitute  for 
our  adherence.  It  is  to  console  them, 
to  enhance  their  prestige,  and,  above 
all,  to  reaffirm  our  continuing  commit¬ 
ment  against  the  Communist  threat. 
But  we  are  not  ready  to  take  the  final 
step  which  would  liidc  us  with  a  limited 
group  of  nations  in  the  area,  and, 
Washington  fears,  would  irrevocably 
close  the  door  on  all  others. 


One-Way  Roll  Back 

On  January  1,  the  UP  quoted  the 
Jordanian  foreign  minister’s  hope  that 
Russia  will  support  a  move  to  roll  back 
Israel  frontiers  to  the  boundaries  orig¬ 
inally  defined  by  the  UN  in  1947,  “be¬ 
cause  that  might  wake  up  the  West.” 

What  is  odd  and  incongruous  about 
this  widely-published  dispatch  is  the 
failure  to  ask  Samir  el-Rifa’i  whether 
Jordan,  for  its  part,  would  accept  a 
roll  back  to  the  1947  UN  boundary. 

Many  people  have  forgotten  that  un¬ 
der  the  1947  UN  partition  plan,  there 
was  to  have  been  an  independent  Arab 
state  in  eastern  Palestine  in  economic 
union  with  Israel.  This  Arab  state 
never  came  into  being  because  Egypt 
and  Transjordan  invaded  Palestine  and 
Jordan  formally  annexed  much  of  this 
area.  Furthermore,  Jordan  took  control 
of  the  Holy  Places  in  Jerusalem  and 
refused  all  proposals  put  forward  in 
the  UN  either  for  functional  or  terri¬ 
torial  internationalization  of  Jerusalem. 

Obviously,  Jordan  has  no  intention 
of  withdrawing  from  Palestine,  allow¬ 
ing  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
Arab  state  which  would  actiially  be  an 
economic  dependency  of  Israel,  and 
permitting  the  UN  to  establish  any 
kind  of  regime  in  Jerusalem.  Next 
time  a  Jordanian  official  speaks  of 
forcing  Israel  to  return  to  the  1947 
UN  resolution,  he  should  be  asked 
whether  Jordan  is  ready  to  pull  back 
its  own  frontiers  to  the  Jordan  River. 
And  to  abandon  Jerusalem.  Or  is  it 
all  just  propaganda? 

e 

Another  interesting  statement  by 
Foreign  Ifinister  el-Rifai  was  the  dec¬ 
laration  that  Jordan  will  need  an  aver¬ 
age  of  $60  million  a  year  for  the  next 
five  to  ten  years,  half  for  its  economy, 
half  for  its  army.  Furthermore,  he 
emphasized,  aid  to  Jordan  would  have 
to  be  without  strings,  and,  as  if  to 
underline  this.  King  Hussein  told  Saudi 
Arabian  troops  on  Dec.  28  that  Jor¬ 
dan’s  ambition  is  to  have  all  Arab 
states  join  in  one  united  army  to  re¬ 
gain  Palestine. 

It  is  doubtful ,  whether  such  brash 
imposition.)  on  the  intelligence  and  gen¬ 
erosity  of  the  American  taxpayer  will 
help  passage  of  the  new  foreign  aid 
bill  in  Congress  since  few  members  of 
Congress  are  anxious  to  vote  funds  to 
supply  arms  for  the  purpose  of  destroy¬ 
ing  Israel.  Last  year  the  U.  S.  rushed 
economic  and  military  to  aid  to  Jordan 
totalling  $40  million.'  It  is  not  unlikely 
that  the  forthcoming  aid  program  will 
provide  another  similar  amount,  includ¬ 
ing  about  $10  million  in  military  as¬ 
sistance.  The  Administration  wqn’t  al¬ 
low  Jordan  to  collapse. 

But  the  Detroit  Newt  in  an  editorial 


on  Jan.  2  conunents  on  El-Rifa’i’s  warn¬ 
ing  that  congressional  delays  on  aid 
next  year  “would  be  a  terrible  blow  to 
Jordan  and  the  whole  free  world.”  The 
editorial  says:  ’To  cut  Jordan  adrift 
in  a  predatory  neighborhood  could 
make  a  Middle  East  war.  There  could 
be  sorrier  risks.  One  of  them  lies  in 
squandering  multiple  millions  on  an 
insolvent  kingdom,  which  remains  bUnd 
to  its  own  interests  and  joins  other 
Arabs  in  mocking  our  policy  as  proof 
of  American  weakness.” 


Comment: 


baa  indicated  its  acc^^tanea  te 
*  -Miftn  of  the  m  * 


Kgypt  Undermines  the  West 

EffVPt,  tohiek  preackee  neutralism, 
now  kM  become  tke  permanent  home  of 
tke  Afro-Aeian  Peoples’  Solidarity 
Council,  wkick  ia  tke  Kremlin’e  hutru- 
ment  to  conquer  Africa.  Tkia  kae  in¬ 
vited  tke  following  comment; 

From  tke  New  York  Times,  Jan.  S: 

“What  has  occurred  is  tantamount 
to  a  deal  between  President  Nasser  and 
the  Soviet  bloc  to  become  the  nerve  cen¬ 
ter  for  a  vast  new  campaign  of  sub¬ 
version  and  rebellion  against  all  West^ 
em  interests  in  the  area.” 

From  Time  magazine,  Jan.  IS: 

“Nasser  had  with  his  own  hand 
struck  a  grievous  blow  at  his  prospects 
of  achieving  leadership  of  Afro-Asia’s 
restive  peoples.  For  by  giving  Egyp¬ 
tian  baling  to  the  permanent  Afro- 
Asian  Council,  he  had  in  effect  gone 
into  partnership  with  Russia  in  a  cam¬ 
paign  to  undermine  Western  influence 
in  Africa.” 

From  L’Orient,  conaervatioe  daily  of 
Beirut,  Lebanon: 

“Ideas  are  on  the  march.  All  the 
barricades  that  can  be  raised  to  protect 
established  positions  and  the  dividing 
lines  which  turned  the  Middle  East  into 
a  new  Korea  will  not  be  able  to  prevent 
these  ideas  from  making  headway.” 

Arab  Conclusions 

From  the  Jordanian  daily  Falastin: 

“The  Arab-Israeli  conflict  is  not  a 
matter  of  a  number  of  yards  and  not 
even  an  issue  of  border  adjiutments. 
The  problem  is  a  matter  of  principle 
and  a  fatal  struggle  . . .  which  will  last 
a  long  time.  Its  solution  will  not  come 
from  New  York,  London  or  Moscow  but 
will  be  found  here  in  Palestine.  The 
sword  will  bring  the  solution.” 

Mayor  Munir  Rayea  of  Gaxa,  in  tke 
Cairo  daily  Al-Ahram,  Dee.  9: 

“It  is  a  sorrowful  fact  that  some 
Arab  states  like  Jordan  and  Lebanon 
have  decided  to  grant  passports  to 
refugees  who  wish  to  emigrate.  On 
the  other  hand  Syria  and  Egypt  want 
the  refugees  to  retain  their  Palestinian 
passports,  and  they  mobilize  them  for 
military  service  for  the  return  of 
Palestine.” 
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viewing  the  news 

continued 

ing  tried  for  complicity  in  earlier  bomb¬ 
ings.  About  600  prisoners  are  being 
held  in  the  Lebanon  port  city  of  Tripoli 
for  subversive  acts  believed  inspired  by 
Syria. 

H  An  Israeli  settler  was  shot  by  armed 
Jordanians  near  the  Dead  Sea. 

H  UN  Secretary  General  Dag  Hammar- 
skjold  urged  President  Nasser  to  re¬ 
lease  the  “Doron,”  the  Israel  fishing 
vessel  which  Egypt  has  been  holding 
since  October,  and  its  six-man  crew. 

Oil 

f  The  Italian  government's  oil  chief 
has  accused  U.  S.  oil  concerns  of  squeez¬ 
ing  Italy  out  of  oil  exploitation  in 
Libya,  once  an  Italian  colony,  and  also 
of  attempting  to  block  Italian  interests 
in  Sahara  oil. 

f  The  first  Sahara  crude  oil  started 
flowing  through  a  6-inch  pipeline  from 
the  French  Hassi  Messaoud  fleld.  A 
section  of  the  railroad  over  which  the 
oil  tank  cars  were  to  pass  was  blown 
up  by  Algerian  rebels,  temporarily  de¬ 
laying  the  arrival  of  the  oil  at  the 
Mediterranean  coast, 
f  The  Japanese  effort  to  drill  for  off¬ 
shore  oil  in  the  Persian  GulTs  neutral 
zone  has  been  halted  by  the  refusal  of 
Kuwait  to  grant  a  concession  similar  to 
the  Saudi  Arabian  concession. 

H  Crown  Prince  Faisal  of  Saudi  Arabia 
said  that  his  country's  40-year  oil  con¬ 
cession  to  the  Japanese  proves  its  inde¬ 
pendence  from  U.  S.  influence. 

Afliscallanaous 

f  The  Israel  Knesset’s  acceptance  by  a 
vote  of  76  to  33  of  the  new  cabinet 
formed  by  Prime  Minister  David  Ben- 
Gurion  was  described  in  a  New  York 
Timet  editorial  as  a  victory  for  Israel’s 
pro-West  policy.  The  new  cabinet  was 
formed  on  the  same  flve-party  basis  as 
the  old  one. 

f  Israel  will  establish  a  ^,550,000  spe¬ 
cial  fund  to  provide  low-interest  loans, 
for  housing,  business  and  agrriculture 
for  Arab  citizens  relocated  when  the 
government  took  over  the  border  areas 
for  security  reasons. 

T  The  British  Imperial  Chemical  In¬ 
dustries  has  refused  to  yield  to  the 
Arab  threat  of  blacklisting  and  is  con¬ 
tinuing  to  do  business  in  Israel, 
f  A  French  Senatorial  Commission,  re¬ 
turning  from  the  Near  East,  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  West  decline  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  UNRWA  —  Arab  refu¬ 
gee  relief — if  the  Arabs  persist  in  re¬ 
jecting  peace  negotiations  with  Israel, 
f  The  controlled  Cairo  press  and  radio 
praised  the  letter  issued  by  Soviet 
Premier  Bulganin  and  criticized  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  for  rejecting  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  summit  conference.  The 
Soviet  letter  included  Egypt  as  one  of 
the  participating  nations. 

Y  Gen.  Maxwell  Taylor,  the  U.S.  Army 
Chief  of  Staff,  is  visiting  Iraq  military 
leaders  in  Baghdad.  He  is  en  route  to 
Ankara  for  the  Baghdad  Pact  parley 
Jan.  27. 


Mutual  Aid  Supported 

There  isn’t  any  doubt  that  the  whole 
foreign  aid  program  is  in  ^  serious 
trouble,  and  the  Administration  is  plan~ 
ning  a  vigorous  campaign  to  overcome 
opposition  both  in  Congress  and 
throughout  the  country.  Least  ap¬ 
plauded  of  the  President's  State  of  the 
Union  program  was  hit  plea  for  eco¬ 
nomic  aid. 

Former  Ambassador  Erie  Johnston 
has  been  entrusted  with  the  task  of 
mobilizing  a  large  bi-partisan  effort. 
Secretary  of  State  Dulles’  emphasis  on 
economic  aid  during  his  testimony  be¬ 
fore  Congressional  foreign  policy  ex¬ 
perts  drew  strongest  approval  from 
Democratic  senators  who  have  been 
his  severest  critics  in  the  past. 

However,  Dulles  told  the  press  on 
Jan.  10  that  the  Administration  plans 
no  enlargement  of  the  aid  program  in 
the  Near  East  beyond  the  dimensions  of 
the  Richards  mission  of  1957. 

Making  Deserts  Bloom 

Research  in  turning  salt  water  into 
fresh  water  would  receive  a  powerful 
booster  shot  under  a  proposal  made 
last  week  by  Senator  Clinton  P.  Ander¬ 
son.  The  New  Mexico  Democrat  told 
Congress  that  we  must  now  follow  the 
same  procedure  for  salt  water  research 
as  we  did  in  the  atomic  energy  pro¬ 
gram.  Introducing  a  joint  resolution, 
he  called  for  erection  of  a  full-scale 
experimental  plant  at  a  cost  of  |10 
million  to  determine  which  of  several 
methods  is  feasible  and  efficient. 


Sen.  Anderson  explained  that  this 
program  was  essential  not  only  for  our 
domestic  needs,  especially  in  the  South¬ 
west,  but  also  for  such  arid  areas  as 
the  Near  East,  where  he  said  a 
demonstration  plant  might  be  set  up. 
He  disclosed  that  when  the  Egyptians 
nationalized  the  Suez,  they  captured  an 
American-made  portable  ionic-mem¬ 
brane  saline  water  conversion  plant  in 
Cairo,  where  it  was  being  trans-shipped 
to  another  Near  East  country.  The 
Fn^ptian  army  engineers  ordered  a 
second  machine  from  the  manufacturer. 
Ionics  Inc.  of  Boston. 

Throat  Is  Loast  Undorttood 
In  a  report  on  the  Far  Bast  and 
Southeast  Asia,  S«i.  John  J.  Sparkman 
(D)  Ala.,  warned  about  the  mounting 
Communist  threat  to  the  nations  in 
those  areas  as  well  as  In  the  Middle 
East.  He  stressed  the  importance  of 
holding  those  nations  for  the  West 
through  economic  aid  and  expanded  in¬ 
formation  programs.  The  ScMtor  said: 
**It  is  in  thb  part  of  the  world  and  in 
the  Middle  East  that  the  threat  of  com¬ 
munism  is  least  understood,  the  prom¬ 
ises  of  communism  are  the  most  be¬ 
guiling,  and  the  geographic  isolation 
from  (^er  free  states  is  greatest.  If 
these  states  were  to  succumb  to  Com¬ 
munist  imperialism,  not  only  would 
they  find  suppression  of  their  own  liber¬ 
ties,  but  the  free  states  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  would  find  themselves  cut 
off  from  vital  raw  materials  and  com¬ 
pelled  to  barter  for  their  freedom.” 
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